MINUTES - FACULTY SENATE MEETING OF MARCH 3, 1982
The March Faculty Senate Meeting was called to order by Chairman Robert B. Patterson
at 3:05 p.m.
I.

Approval of Minutes.

The minutes of the February 3, 1982 Faculty Senate meeting were approved with an
editorial correction on page M-6, third paragraph, fifth line which should read "the Chair
explained that if the vote . . . ".
II.

Reports of Officers.
No reports.

The CHAIR explained to the Senate that the faculty nominations for faculty committees
to be forthcoming today would not include any nominations for the Patent and Copyright Committee.
He explained that no one was rotating off that conmittee this year, but with the assistance of
the Steering Committee, the situation would be rectified before the end of the academic year.
III.
A.
Committee
Nominations

Reports of Conmittees.

Faculty Senate Steering Committee.

On behalf of the Steering Committee the Secretary first reported that the Committee
had elected two faculty to terms on the Academic Forward Planning Committee as follows:
Professor Carolyn Matalene of the Department of English and Professor David Rembert
of the Department of Biology. Secondly, the Secretary informed the Senate of the
Steering Committee's nominations of faculty to serve on elected faculty committees and the
Chair opened the floor for additional nominations with the following results:
Faculty Advisory Committee - (unexpired term)
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nomination of Professor Raymond Moore , .. . . ___,
Department of Government and International Studies. There were no additional nominations.
Admissions Committee
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nomination of Professor Q. Whitfield
fflres, Department of Government and International Stuclies . There were no additional nominations
from the floor.
Athletic Advisory Committee
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nominations of Professor Brian Fry,
Department of Government and International Studies, and Professor David Cowart, Department of
English . From the floor, the following additional nominations were received: Professor C. J.
Johnson, Physical Education; Professor Bjorne Kjerfve, Geology; Professor Timothy Bergen,
College of Education; Professor Reginald Brasington, College of General Studies; and Professor
John Spurrier, College of Science and Mathematics.
Faculty Advisory Committee
The Secretary reported the Steering Conmittee's nominations of Professor James Hardin,
Department of Foreign Languages and Literatures and Professor Theodore Cole of the Department of
Biology. Additional nominations from the floor were received for Professor Robert Shade,
School of Medicine; Professor Elspeth Pope, College of Librarianship; and Professor Thomas Surratt,
College of Education .
Faculty Welfare Committee
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nominations of Professor James B.
Caulfield , School of Medicine and Professor Robert S. Bly, Department of Chemistry . Additional
nominations from the floor were received for Professor Natalie K. Hevener, Government and International Studies , and Professor Lewis Johnson, School of Medicine.
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Grievance Corrmittee
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nominations of Professor Peter W.
Becker, Department of History and Steven N. Blair, College of Health. An additional nomination
from the floor was received for Professor Sandra Langer, Department of Art.
Honorary Degrees Committee
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nomination of Professor Sarah Wise,
College of General Studies and Hal French, Department of Religious Studies. There were no
additional nominations from the floor.
Scholastic Standards and Petitions Committee
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nominations of Professor R. Bruce
Dunlap, Department of Chemistry, and Suzanne Stroman, College of General Studies. There were
no additional nominations from the floor.
Student Affairs Committee
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nominations of Professors Charles W.
Tucker, Department of Sociology, and Jon P. Thames, School of Law. An additional nomination
from the floor was received for Professor Carol Flake-Hobson , College of Education.
Student-Faculty Relations Committee
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nomination of Professor Gail Dickson,
College of Nursing. There were no additional nominations from the floor.
Faculty House Board of Governors
The Secretary reported the Steering Committee's nomination of Professor Patrick G.
Scott, Department of English. There were no additional nominations from the floor. The Chair
announced that according to our rules the floor would remain open for nominations again prior
to adjournment and that a mailed ballot will be necessary for only those positions which have
been contested . For those uncontested nominations the Chair will declare those positions elected.
B.

Grade Change Committee, Professor Keith D. Berkeley, Chairman:

The report was adopted as submitted .
C.

Committee on Curricula and Courses, Professor John L. Safko, Chairman:

There was extensive discussion of the proposed change in curriculum for the College
of Health in its School Health Education Track . PROFESSOR ROBERT JANISKEE, GEOGRAPHY, questioned
"the dubious distinction" of geography "being the only behavioral science for which no courses
are included . . . ". He also explained his department was not consulted about this omission.
PROFESSOR MARION CARR, HEALTH EDUCATION, explained that this matter was discussed with the
Geography Department Head by telephone on that same morning. PROFESSORS WILLIAM BATES and
CHARLES ELLIOTT, MUSIC, questioned the proposed curriculum revisions regarding ARTE 359 and its
substitution for ARTE 100 and MUSC 110. PROFESSOR ELLIOTT explained that as far as he knew that
no one in the Music Department had been consulted about this change. PROFESSOR CHARLES McNEILL ,
COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, inquired of Professor Carr of the Department of Health Education as to
whether or not anyone in the College of Education had been consulted about this proposal in
light of the impact on requirements for teacher certification. PROFESSOR CARR responded that
"I was not aware that we had to submit our curriculum to the College of Edcuation". PROFESSOR
McNEILL questipned whether. or not the rroposed ARTE 359 would meet State requirements for
Motion to
certification and conjectured that it would not. PROFESSOR CAROL FLAKE-HOBSON,
COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, moved to table the proposal "given the fact that the College of
Table
Education should be consulted as well as Art and Music". In lieu of a second, PROFESSOR
Altered to
SAFKO suggested that an appropriate alternative would be to have the proposal referred
Motion to
to committee and Professor Flake-Hobson accepted that suggestion. PROFESSOR SAF KO
Recommit
also explained that it was his committee's understanding that all appropriate clearances
had been obtained and that in order to delete a course in your major it is not necessary
to have the concurrence of the other affected departments .
Debate on
Motion to
Recommit
HEDU
Curriculum

PROFESSOR RAY MOORE, GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES, inquired of the Chairman of
the Committee on Curricula and Courses as to hi s opinion of the "wisdom of this particular motion" . PROFESSOR SAFKO responded "if I was a voting Senator I would be tempted
to say that if the HEDU curriculum does not meet State requirements then they should
be hung by it . . . " PROFESSOR SAFKO al so sug gested th at item B, page A-8, under the
Department of Physical Education, College of Health , pro posed course deletions, could
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be separated from this particular request for referral to the committee. PROFESSOR RAY MOORE,
GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES, concurred with that suggestion and moved that the Senate
return to the Committee on Curricula and Courses Roman I-A, Department of Health Education.
PROFESSOR MARION CARR, HEALTH EDUCATION, explained that the first part of Roman I,
Section A requested only a change in hours for one course and that this was not a part of the
proposed change in curriculum and hence requested that that be withdrawn from consideration as
part of this motion. PROFESSOR SAFKO requested the Senate's permission to allow him to resubmit
Roman I part A, the change in hours. The CHAIR ruled that the Senate concurred unanimously with
that request. At this point the Secretary clarified that the eventual motion under consideration
would be to refer the proposal back to the University Committee on Curricula and Courses and not
to a committee in the College of Education as had been suggested by one of the Senators. Therefore, PROFESSOR SAFKO moved the approval of Roman I-A, the change in hours for HEDU 301 and this
was adopted.
HEDU
Curriculum
Returned to
Committee

PROFESSOR SAFKO moved the balance of Roman I-A; the ro osed chan e in Health Education
curriculum revision was defeated (and hence referred to committee .
The balance of the report of the Committee on Curricula and Courses was adopted as
submitted.
D.

Two Motions
Adopted

Scholastic Standards and Petitions Committee, Professor Trevor H01•1ard-Hill,
Chairman:

PROFESSOR HOWARD-HILL moved the adoption of the committee's favorable recommendation
of the Department of Computer Science progression requirements. The proposal was
adopted as submitted.
PROFESSOR HOWARG-HILL then moved the adoption of an amendment to the wording of the
USC Bulletin, page U2l, with reference to correspondence courses and suspension. The motion
was adopted as submitted.
E.

Input
Solicited
for
Revision
of
Student
Judicial
System

Student Affairs Committee, Professor Kevin Lewis, Acting Chairman:

PROFESSOR LEWIS reported that the committee held an open hearing on March 2 to receive
suggestions for further revisions of the proposed student judicial system, the same
proposal which had been considered by the Senate at its December meeting where said
proposal was tabled. PROFESSOR LEWIS invited faculty who were not able to attend the
open hearing and who wish to make suggestions to write him prior to March 15th with
their suggestions .
IV.

Report of Secretary.
There was no report.

Secretary
Questioned
on
Ballot

PROFESSOR ELDON WEDLOCK, LAW SCHOOL, inquired of the Secretary as fo 11 ows: "When you
are going to make up a ballot could you tell me how you are going to do it with regard
as to how you are going to put the names?" The SECRETARY responded that no decision
had been made about that and that he would appreciate some guidance as to the will
of the Faculty as to how this should be done. The CHAIR ruled that this matter should
be considered under New Business.
PROFESSOR ~JEDLOCK then made a suggestion to the Secretary with respect to the use of
typographical strike-outs to indicate deletions (PROFESSOR WEDLOCK was referring to the motion
in the report of the Scholastic Standards and Petitions Committee, attachment 3, page A-9,
March 3rd Agenda) . SENATOR WEDLOCK suggested that instead parentheses or brackets be used and
explained "it is awfUTliard to read" . PROFESSOR HOWARD-HILL responded to Professor Wedlock's
suggestion and stated "I would like to take full responsibility for that".
V.

Motion on
Grade
Reporting

Unfinished Business .

The CHAIR called the attention of the Senate to Attachment 4, page A-10 of the
March 3rd agenda, a motion introduced at the February Senate meeting by Professor Thomas Smith,
Department of Sociology, and ruled at that time to be a matter of substance to be introduced
but not to be voted upon until the March Senate meeting.
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PROFESSOR ROBERT ROOD, GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES, spoke in full
agreement with Professor Smith's motion and added "I would like to offer a friendly amendment because it is somewhat difficult to give grades submitted the same day". Therefore,
PROFESSOR ROOD moved:
Mo ti on
to
Pmend

Where it says "grade before the scheduled
completion time" between the words "before"
and "be scheduled" insert the following"
"noon of the day following".
PROFESSOR ROOD explained this motion "would simply allow a faculty member enough
time to grade the examinations and turn in the exams or turn in the grades the day after
the scheduled exam". PROFESSOR SMITH accepted the amendment.

Discussion
on
Main Motion

Motion to
Refer to
FAC
Debate on
Motion to
Ref er to
FAC

DEAN CHESTER BAIN, COLLEGE OF HUMANITIES AND SOCIAL SCIENCES, commented on the
main motion and explained to the Senate if this motion had been in effect spring
semester 1981 when the last exam v1as administered on a Friday afternoon at
2 o'clock and Commencement began at 10 o;clock the following day, it would have
been impossible to clear students for graduation who had been scheduled for that last
examination. PROFESSOR RUFUS FELLERS, ENGINEERING, described Dean Bain's comment as
"irrelevant" and stated his opinion that there is no reason why grades should be required
to be submitted prior to Commencement because "the Corrmencement program already makes the
disclaimer and all this is is a group of people who think they are going to graduate" .
PROFESSOR BENJAMIN GIMARC, CHEMISTRY, moved that this matter be submitted to tne Faculty
Advisory Committee. The CHAIR ruled that this motion took priority over the motion to
amend.
PROFESSOR FELLERS stated that this particular subject "has been to the Faculty
Advisory Committee and back and forth to my personal knowledge at least a dozen
times and no resolution whatsoever and to send it back again would be in my view
pointless. Let's act on the matter now." PROFESSOR 0.D. BONNER, CHEMISTRY,
expressed his concern that Senator Smith's motion would make it difficult "to honor those
students who are exceptional students and if we don't have the final grades available the
awarding of honors would be I think in jeopardy . . . ". ASSOCIATE DEAN THORNE COMPTON of
the COLLEGE OF HUMANITIES AND SOCIAL SCIENCES spoke at length about the various problems
involved in reviewing the final grades for graduating students and explained the overall
complexity of this task for the Senators. DR. COMPTON urged the senators to consider all
the problems associated with determining graduating students' eligibility for graduation .
PROFESSOR TED SIMPSON, ENGINEERING, spoke in disagreement with Dean Compton about the need
for "delay". PROFESSOR SIMPSON stated that "final examinations are too important for us to
shun as we have done so for our seniors . . . it is time we face this issue and let Commencement fall where it will be handled like it should be and put our business in order . . .
final exams are important". PROFESSOR SANDRA LANGER, ART, inquired as to whether or not
"the obvious solution would be to somehow align the Commencement and the last examination
so that we could get a little time in between . . . "? PROFESSOR ED MERCER, ASSISTANT DEAN
OF SCIENCE AND MATHEMATICS, spoke in disagreement with Professor Fellers. PROFESSOR MERCER
spoke in support of Dr. Gimarc's motion to refer this to the Faculty Advisory Committee.
PROFESSOR WILLIAM ECCLES, ENGINEERING, stated that it made no sense to him to refer the
matter to the Faculty Advisory Committee and stated that his preference was to "vote to
change one part of it and you all figure out how to solve the rest of it . . . but certainly
solve it".
PROFESSOR RAY MOORE, GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES, inquired of the chair
as to whether or not there has been any expression from University officials as to the
workability of this proposal and whether or not the Chairman of the Faculty Advisory
Committee and the committee itself has looked into this matter? The Chair reported that
"several administ~tive officials particularly in the College of Humanities and Social Sciences
have conveyed their concerns to the Chair". The Chair also reminded the Senate that in the
December Senate meeting "a recommendation was passed by the Senate to the effect that faculty
not be required to report grades for graduating seniors until after the last day of cl asses".
PROFESSOR CHARLES WEASMER, CHAI ~AN OF THE FACULTY ADVISORY COMMITTEE, informed the Senate
that the question of the format for graduation "has just come before us". PROFESSOR WEASMER
also explained that there was no guarantee that the Committee would have a report on this
subject before the fall.
PROFESSOR BENJJlt.1IN GIMARC, CHEMISTRY, spoke in favor of his motion to refer this
matter to the Faculty Advisory Committee and suggested the need for consistency between what
appears in the Faculty Manual, the University Catalog, and other pertinent University statements. PROFESSOR GIMARC stated that "it is obvious that people in the deans' offices are
concerned about this and I think we are headed for a head-on collision here . . . ". He
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urged the Senate to take action that would result in a comprehensive solution in this
final examination problem
DEAN CHESTER BAIN, COLLEGE OF HUMANITIES AND SOCIAL SCIENCES,
spoke in support of a motion to refer the matter to committee. DEAN BAIN informed the
Senate that under our present system ten percent of the students failed to complete the
degree requirements (and therefore are not certified for graduation). DEPN BAIN estimated
that this problem would increase between 20 and 30% above what we now have (i.e. if
this motion of Senator Smith's were adopted). DEAN BAIN also urged the Senate to realize
that if they approved Senator Smith's motion they will in effect force the University to
adopt an empty tube ceremony because of the inability of the University to certify
students for grduation under the motion's proposed new deadlines. PROFESSOR GARY REEVES,
BUSINESS ACMINISTRATION, spoke against the motion to commit the matter to the Faculty
Advisory Corrunittee. PROFESSOR REEVES called the question. Two-thirds of the Senate
present and voting were in favor of limiting debate. The Senate then voted on the motion of
whether or not to commit the matter to the Faculty Advisory Committee and the motion to commit
failed. The vote was then taken on the amendnent by Professor Rood, of Government and
International Studies to add the phrase noon of the day following between the words
before" and "the in the fourth underlined portion of Professor Smith's motion. The amendment carried.
11
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Motion to
Reconmit to
FAC Fails
and Mo ti on
to /\mend
Approved
More
Discussion
of Original
Motion

11

11

11

11
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In discussion of the original motion itself, PROFESSOR JOHN LOPICCOLO, COLLEGE OF
JOURNALISM, inquired as to when the motion would take effect. The CHAIR stated
that he was in no position to answer that question. PRJFESSOR CHARIESW"EASMER,
GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES, offered his opinion that since the proposal
would result in a change in the Faculty Manual, it would have to go before the
Administration and the Board of Trustees. PROFESSOR RAY MOORE, GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL
STUDIES, sought a clarification from the Chair as to whether or not the matter would have
to be considered by the General Faculty. The CHAIR responded to his knowledge there was
no such requirement. However, the CHAIR added-;-tfiat the University Faculty would be able
to alter the Senate's action if it so desired at its next meeting in May of 1982.
DR. THORNE COMPTON, ASSOCIATE DEAN OF THE COLLEGE OF HUMANITIES AND SOCIAL SCIENCES,
spoke abouthls concern for the problem of notif.ving students who are not going to ciraduate.
PROFESSOR TED S~MP~~i.Q_LLE_~E__Q£__ENGIN~Bl_NG, spoke as a representat ive of the Dean's
Office of the Co 11 ege of Engineering and indicated that the deans a re verv much concerned
about the problem and are in fact for the proposal to put the grades back 1n the hands of
faculty and have only one final exam and that it be properly administered, properly graded.
and do not have so much compromisinq confusion surrounding whethPr or not the senior should
graduate
PROFESSOR TED SIMPSON added "I would be very happy to ca 11 the narents and
I do now". PROFESSOR CHARLES McNEILL, COLLEGE OF EWCATION, ask ed wny the University could
not delay Commencement "for a resonable period of time" so as to avoid our present dilemma.
The CHAIR called for a vote on the motion and the motion passed .
11
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Motion
Adopted
Motion on
Ballot
Fonnat

Motion
Debated

VI. Ne1v Business.
PROFESSOR ELDON WEDLOCK, SCHOOL OF LAW, moved:
That the ballot that is sent out have the
candidates, both those nominated by the
Steering Committee and those nominated
from the floor, to be listed in alphabetical
order only identified by their departments .
PROFESSOR WALTER REISER, LAW SCHOOL, spoke in opposition to the motion.

PROFESSOR

RITSER stated that he thought "that the faculty are entitled to know who was

nominated by the nominating committee so I would like them designated on the
ba 11 ot which I think is the usual way
PROFESSOR WEDLOCK responded that 1-1as the way it
had been done but opposed this practice because he believed the current practice "identifies
people who are nominated from the floor at a specific disadvantage when it comes to electing
people that you really might not knO\v that well" . PROFESSOR WEDLOCK added that "if someone
wants to know whohas been nominated by the Steering Committee they Just have to pull out
their sheet that was sent to every faculty member or maybe ask the Secretary . . . we are
not withholding that infonnation from you" . PROFESSOR NANCY LANE, FOREIGN LANGUAGES AND
LITERATURES, called for the question. The Senate voted in favor of teriiilnatina debate; the
Senate then voted in favor of Professor Wedlock's motion.
11
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Motion
Adopted
FWC to
Investigate
Complaints
Against
Annuity
Company

PROFESSOR L. R. GARDNER, GEOLOGY, spoke in reference to an article in the
Gamecock of March l, 1982 about complaints against the Coastal Plain Annuity
Program . PROFESSOR GARDNER requested the Faculty Welfare Committee to review
this matter. PROFESSOR GARDNER indicated that he knew faculty members who have
annuities through this company would like to see a report from the Faculty
Welfare Committee dealing with these complaints about this particular company.
The CHAIR agreed to take responsibility for having this matter looked into .
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PROFESSOR HAL FRENCH, RELIGIOUS STUDIES, spoke in reference to the recent survey
of the Faculty House Board of Governors. PROFESSOR FRENCH requested for the
agenda of the next Faculty Senate meeting a report on this survey "and other
items pertaining to the state of Faculty House". The CHAIR responded that he
would see to that matter.

Infonnation
on
Faculty House
Requested

PROFESSOR PETER BECKER, HISTORY, spoke regarding the annual statistics from the
Provost's Office on tenure and promotion. PROFESSOR BECKER stated his concerns as follows:
Concern
About Annual
Reporting of
Tenure and
Promotion
Statistics

. in the past I have found it rather unrevealing that
there are several columns which are supposed to give us information. For example, this one read the "Provost Agreed With
Unit" and that one is very understandable. Then the next one
is "Committee Agreed With Unit" and that is understandable
also. But when you come to the third one "The Committee
Agreed With the Provost" then it becomes incomprehensible
because we no longer know whether the committee agreed
negatively or positively or whether it agreed with a negative
or positive recommendation from the Provost . And so three
out of these six columns give us information which we cannot
use at all. At first I thought my lack of comprehension was
due to my own obtuseness and so I consulted with some of my
intellectual betters and discovered that they were just as
perplexed by it as I was. And so I thought I might bring this
to the attention of the Senate and recommend that possibly this
be examined by an appropriate committee. It becomes even more
puzzling when one looks at the empty spaces in here where there
are no numbers except asterisks which say something to the
effect "Statistics Combined to Avoid Revealing Specific Negative Recommendations". I think it is very commendable that some
negative infonnation not be made public. But I think the question
arises as to which is more important, the protection of the
person who is not even named who is simply numbered and who
failed to get tenure and/or promotion versus the privilege
or the interest of the faculty in knowing what this infonnation
means and how the various levels of the University have acted
in their decision making when it comes to tenure and promotion?
I think it is necessary to remember that this set of statistics
reflects a process which was introduced about 5 or 6 years ago
because the previous one was totally unsatisfactory. One of
the things that was unsatisfactory about the old one was that
several administrative levels could and did act arbitrarily and
capriciously in making judgements on faculty who were up for
tenure and promotion and were totally able to negate the
recommendation of an individual unit. This procedure that
we now have is supposed to avoid that. But I think in order
to be able to make sure that it does, it is necessary that
we know what is going on and that we have complete information.
So if I were a Senator I would suggest that this be put into
a motion that the appropriate committee look into the question
of what we as a faculty ought to knm~ about this process and
what we shouldn't .

Motion to
Have Faculty
Advisory
Study Reporting
of T/P Data
Approved

PROFESSOR ELDON WEDLOCK, LAW SCHOOL, moved:
That the appropriate committee, the Faculty
Advisory Committee, look into the reporting
of the statistics on tenure and promotion
for clarity , information, and proper communication.
There was no further discussion of the motion and the Senate voted in favor of
the motion .

Concern About
Scheduling of
Application for
Residence Ha 11
Assignments

PROFESSOR ROBERT JANISKEE, GEOGRAPHY, raised concern about his understanding
that the annu ai sign-up for residence hall room assignments was scheduled during
peak class periods on Tuesday, February 23, and that "apparently a lot of the
students were really upset at having to miss classes and I think that if that i s
true I think that it demonstrates a little insensitivity on the part of the
University officials to students ' needs ".
PROFESSOR WILLIJlM LJIMP RECHT , SALKEHATCHIE, requested that those who distribute
hand-out materials fo r use on the Senate floor "see fit to have enought of them" for distribution to Senators.
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PROFESSOR JPMES COLEMAN, PSYCHOLOGY, infonned the Senate that his colleagues
has asked him to bring up the following issues:
Concerns About
Summer School
Salaries and
Fairness of
9 Month Faculty
Contracts

1.

The question of the reduction in summer
courses that are financially solvent.

2.

Are nine month contract faculty being
treated unfairly relative to those under
other contracts?

The CHAIR spoke as follows to clarify this issue:
On February 26, 1982 a memorandum from the Department of
Health Education faculty was conveyed by the Chair to the
Faculty Advisory Committee so that matter is already in
their hands not the Faculty Welfare Committee but the Faculty
Advisory Committee . I am sure that the Chair of the Faculty
Advisory Committee who is here would be glad to accept these
additional questions that you have raised.

Chair
Provides
Infonnation

PROFESSOR CHARLES WEASMER, GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES, spoke in his
capacity as Chairman of the Faculty Advisory Committee and sought clarification of the
two points raised by Senator Coleman. PROFESSOR WEASMER sought clarification on the
meaning of "a financially solvent course".
PROFESSOR COLEMAN defined this as "a course that has an enrollment that literally
pays for the cost of instruction". PROFESSOR WEASMER then asked for "some ideas as to what
kind of unfairness you have in mind". PROFESSOR COLEMAN responded as follows:
This summer for example a number of departments that
got infonnation from including English, History, Business
Administration, and in particular our department, there are
several people who are post '73 who are not getting the
usual 15%. In fact they are getting far less than the 15%.
This is obviously a University-wide issue and I think it
should be addressed by one of the committees.

Faculty
Advisory
Committee
to Consider
Salary
Concerns

The CHAIR repeated that Faculty Advisory Committee will take this matter up.
VII.
as fol lows:
Statement on
Need for Faculty
Vigilance to
Prevent Athletic
Problems

Good of the Order.

PROFESSOR RAY MOORE, GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES, addressed the Senate
Whether by accident or design I am not sure, but I find
myself scheduled for an Honors section somehow on Wednesday
afternoons about 4 o'clock and I couldn't be here last month
when the President was talking about the situation in the
Athletic Department particularly as it pertains to the Pam
Parsons' affair . This month I had a guest lecturer to cover
the last hour and I don't think that we should let that matter
fade away and be forgotten without learning a little something
about that unfortunate affair.
It was a nasty affair; it has happened and is over with.
We have a new Athletic Director here but I can't help asking
myself how did these things happen? How was it that they were
brought to our attention really by the outside by a complaining
mother (and naturally the local media did not do anything in
their investigative zeal to uncover this and so Sports Illusrated did)? I do have this particular lagging anxiety about
where was the Athletic Director, Mr. Carlen, during this
particular period? Where was his staff? Where, in fact, was
the Vice President for Athletics of the University and where
was the Athletic Advisory Committee? In fact I asked myself
where was the Faculty when a lot of these things were happening?
It so happens I have been sending the Vice President for
Athletic Affairs clippings from Sports Illustrated for the last
3 or 4 years every time a new scandal breaks. I clip it out
and send it to him and say "For God's sake Mr. Vice President ,
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keep any eye on your guys and make sure it doesn't happen
here." Well sure as hell it did. It does seem to me that
we should not let this thing simply go by unreported.
A couple of years ago I remember when the President
was very concerned about the reach of the Athletic Director
and he encouraged some of us to take action on a resolution
that Peter Becker in fact introduced with the words of that
recommendation that the faculty of Ohio State would never
sit s ti 11 for some of these thi hgs that happened. We 11 they
probably happened at Ohio State with Woody Hayes too. But
I hope that we don't completely sit still for this kind of
thing to occur.
It seems to me that this particular affair shows the
need not only for high University administrators' surveillance
of that particular problem but also the need for closer
attention to the Athletic Department activities, by the
Athletic Advisory Committee, and by the Faculty itself.
Mr. Bob Marcum strikes me as a big improvement, but no
one person is a substitute for the continued surveillance of
these things by the Faculty and by the Senate who presumably
have enough sense not to be cheerleaders of unrestrained
athleticisim down there. After all it seems to me at least
that it is doubtful that any of these big budget athletic
programs has any place in an institution of higher education
to begin with. They amuse us all and I admit I attend regularly
and they give some cohesion to the student body and some
support in non-revenue sports and even on occasion some
support to the Library and even the academic programs. But
if we must put up with what is basically a lot of noneducational nonsense then lets keep it in perspective and
don't let the winning become everything. Let's keep the
operation honest by eternal vigilance of the Administration,
the Athletic ~partment, and the athletes themselves. In
my judgment we have disgraced ourselves and I hope that that
doesn't happen again. I hope these new members, whoever
they may be that are elected to the faculty Athletic Corrmittee,
do in fact exercise surveillance of that program and don't
become cheerleaders for the athletic team and do help to
keep the operation honest.
PROFESSOR CAROL _FLAKE-HOBSON, EDUCATION, addressed the Senate as follows:
Concern About
Female Representation on
Elected Faculty
Committees

I am not aware of the percentage of women on the faculty
from assistant professor to full professor but I do know that
the nominations which were presented by the Faculty Senate
Steering Committee were 85% male . I would like to bring that
to the attention of the nominating committee for future
reference.
VI I I.

Announcements.

The CHAIR called upon the Secretary to once again announce the names of all
faculty nominated for elected faculty committee positions. At this time the following
additional faculty were nominated from the floor for committee positions as follows:
Additional
Nominations
for
Elected
Faculty
Committees

Admissions Committee
Pat Moody, College of Education
Athletic Advisory Committee
Sandra Robinson, College of Education; Donald G. Turner, College of Education;
Mary Anderson, College of General Studies; and Charles Elliott, Department
of Music.
Faculty House Board of Governors
Professor Opal Brown, College of Nursing; Theresa Kuhs, College of
Education; and Steven Hays, Department of Government and International Studies .
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Grievance Committee
Professor Linda Parker, College of Education; and Hilda Owens, College of
Education (Professor Owens' name was subsequently withdrawn when it was
established that she is not tenured as is required for service on this
committee).
Honorary Degrees Committee
Professor Cynthia Colbert, Department of Art.

Faculty Declared
Elected to
Uncontested
Seats

Student Affairs Committee
Professor Arthur Mosher, Foreign Languages and Literatures.
The CHAIR declared elected for the unexpired term on the Faculty Advisory Committee,
Professor Ray Moore, Government and International Studies; for the Scholastic
Standards and Petitions Committee, Professors Bruce Dunlap, Department of
Chemistry and Suzanne Stroman, College of General Studies.

PROFESSOR HILLIAM ECCLES, COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING, inquired as to whether or not
the elections for contested committee seats were determined by majority or pluralities.
The CHAIR responded majorities and referenced the Faculty Manual.
The Senate was adjourned at 4:47 p.m.
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